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W% AT E 5B, bl EERETREGEGA P RAESRTES EHIE, HAR P N TR LIRS &
WFFEATHEHEAH T AR S, T aEEamn rFelErR, ATHLERPF 2RO EEZRR, 2T M
SER P MAREAT R, SN T LA PS5 RARA PR THFR, 2 @AM T LR P EH T RTFL KR
Fodfe ;@A HraE R, BRNME T LN P A Z AR T N, B, NARRR T @BAT T RE, B4R

SR P RRFRAIGFELEHER P AERFH R TAE THRELE
EEEF A P AR R R Brh s R ik E

RESESF273.1 XEIRIRE:A
0 31 &

GNP - | A 0 B i S v 2 R S
B 5AEG 0T AR L, Al I A BE S Al AR N AR R A T
B e b P @R I LS ORI -
BB 77 i LR RR B9 90 4R T & 3 (Schreier et al,
2008 ) A Ml Bk 8 22 1 3 ek 45 A U R
QRSB M IF K (Hau et al, 2016) , 415
MR N, BN TR RN KRS It
Hb LB 7 HE TR A 7 ) ST 3 1 G
B HH T E WA DTG T I 2 1 K A
W, 5= A 45 W (Kaushik et al, 2014) . I
HLTH 2% 5 SR 08 i I T ol 6 v S A E M TR
WA ) - 1) A N SR AR S R R B, Q15T 1 2%
F A HE A B UL 46 Al ( Thakur et al, 2016) .
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AR R LU , I BE e Sl 37 7 i FIR 55 9 HE, i
Ao ol TR = 3 <5 S K (WB i v = 8
FH P AR Q1 5, 38 & B A Tl J7 580 2 H
CL 752K (Von Hippel, 1986) . %t F 4l i 5 , 4%
Vel DRSOl RS PSR AN S g
PR Ty S AN 3 IR | i S AT T R R AR
(Schreier et al, 2008; Schreier et al, 2007)., FrLA
WEFEASE I, T LU T i AR T 37 Jie i H A 42
FH P S5 SR ARk, TF & 5 BT 30 0 05 7 it F i 55
G (EAS, 2019), I RREF 0T BE S 093858 1 P 2k 1T
AR E

EJLHER B S P Be = A T —
S ) A 5 R AELRR DGR ST R IR AL R TR
FOANCEE 56 T 455 P B8 1) JoB i 58 iR ifF
JH1 7 BSC . ProQuest 1 SSCI ¥ i FE 4746 & . fifi

EE£WMHEH:BRAKXHFZELESFA A (71602006) ; L KT &SGR HKFHIFAAEZ R LFHFXN A KRRFHRA
(CIT&TCD20170308) ;3T F 4 B &A% £ 450 B (20170540669) ; 3L 7 1 /& B4z KT T AR 22 3% £ 42H%) (CIT&TCD201804015);

T TAaA R AH R A MR B (18IDGLB030).,
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FHBCHE PESC bR 8, BRI B R TN
1986 4F—2017 4 i) 51 2 Sk , o5 J5 M B 148 A2 1
Fi A A SO MRS, IE ST 0 5T Y R 5
(0] SCHR A3 BT o A6 VA 49 45 [ A0 455 P B F 52
A b, RGeS P R O X €
Se P 5 HA P R T HRTIX 4y I g A
T4 T B s A S SRS, O B S P Y
B IEAL TR B 7 o AEULIERE B A5 DU T OF
FEHIE: (1) 45EH P AR A G5 T 3 i
e R A L A TP AT T P BRI SR T R
SERANEE, BB AN CBHAR S AR L (2)
Pl At T P s 53 T, 4505 P A B e BT e
71, IFREAR AL TE BRI W 5] 7 i A 5 B Y AR 4R G
PRI E R ATATPE S & . (3) U5e P my s Js
R BRIAEHT 7™ hhIF & B R FRRT 7
T 3T . (4) TERT M IT K, G P A
FVEAR AR ) 3 A AR WA AR B 4 PA
R 3ANL IR, A I SSE F P A DG T HE 22 15
WE LR, G s X B WA TR 4. Ik
A, ST R A w5 P B DS 4 TR A 4
RE g Al 5 U5 T P B AR AT A RO 7 T &
BB —E i .

1 @i AP REE

U P Al BT %) H B DTk {H B A
[i] Ko 155 458 1) A2 A, A7 OG5 TP A A& i AIF 5 A
A T AN T) Y LA o AR R DG SRR A 3 B, B
e TP AEME Y R S A R fE Y 1 — 2B 5T
L1 Ik APHBREY R’

G P i AR T Y P AR S 0 B
SR AEABATTAE T 37 AR o N 33X 275 5K JLAS A
s JLAR | B, JF B 1 345 W Y U A T AR
He 3k 6= 5R (Von Hippel, 1986) . L3k & ik , 405G
H PR &80 53 2 A 4E B, BRI SE T 3 8
(ahead on an important marketplace trend ) il ]
2 %5 (high expected benefits) (Urban et al,
1988; Franke et al, 2006) .

Urban 45 (1988 ) 34 Hi JH 7 A (user dissatis-
faction) | JH ' £t A (user investment) 1 % JH] 3 Ji
(speed of adoption) 5 F F7 A1 87 3K 45 1) W 4 AH
KL IE AT I PEAL I B sk . e P i T
ST g SE XTI TR B AN R, X
X 7 it P ) R S Ak 2z () 1) £ T 2 S Y 4
. (Urban et al, 1988; Franke et al, 2006). XJj~
st (8 AN 2 i — 20 3K g 4 56 P oKl e 07 %
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T 7E 1] 3 B A SR A Y A T T RIS O, A
Fe P i kilE A 2R BV A
ftn L LA AL LRV % 2K (Urban et al, 1988; Franke
et al, 2006; Morrison et al, 2004). fJ, 48/~
a A LD R, A0S FH P I 3 B AP b SR P ERE
FHOCHIFFE R WY, SR I35, U5 P 03 e e 5
2O ) B M B (Urban et al, 1988; Liithje,
2004) . Bilgram (2008 ) % 1A 4y 4015 i 3784 # | v
B as PN P BOARIER R S
PR Y 5 AN RIE
1.2 S5k A PRSI

G G P WF 5 £ TN SEbR | 4
e P AT DL AN L ik Al DL B A A2
(Eisenberg, 2011; Tottie et al, 2016), 4 4 4~4%
45 AF (Hienerth et al, 2017): (1) 45 H & 7E
R U, B AT DATE — > E 4002 40 5
F5(2) SUEH P S RAREBHEN; (3) 9
Se PR A AN R A B CHE— S B2 sl R
RGP T kR, R 2 A B A R]
AE 23 AN Al RE BE O ABLSE 5 (4) XA 2
— AN RF BT (trait) , T 2 BF AR AL B9 — A FRAE
(characteristic ) , ‘& FI LA Fifi 25 B 8] H3 B0 A9 2%, B
PRAE 2 5 E U A U P, R R — i i
SR .

Zi B TIA S P SR AR TR E U AL T
7 3 i 2 (GBL5E T Sk #) |, O 0188 MG 2
SR 7 52 h RS e o IR i s ) B9 N
FEARECZH S, A TP A T P 8RR 8
1 45 BLACRRAE , I HL 45055 F P R E 23 M 48 1) [R] B
BT SRR C ATt
2 GERPHLLERHRR

Bt E BIF 9T 1Y TR, 23 e B R N AR B 5
ARG I P A A B0 A R AR
AT . R 7 ERAR T #4555 P RS,
X FH P R P 55T A 1 X 5

2.1 RFFEERFMPABKREHEER 5
Morrison %5 (2004 ) Fll Morrison %5 (2000 ) fiff 5% 43
S P Al B, B 4 SE T IR 3 (leading edge
status , BIVRE 45056 11 - & B el 58— 48 B a) 76215
FAEBF A REA T LU 2L B i) 05 203 A o AT
R B Y 3 4R RIS e ke B e R oK
A 8T 52 b F & & 3 A ¢ (Morrison et al, 2004;
Morrison et al, 2000) ., 7£JbIERE [, AT K40
Se PR O R Wk Y T AN SR T B o AR T
Franke 45 (2006 ) 1§ H 470 ™ 5 SCHYIX 2 4 S5 7E
WS BT, AR I T AN R Y SCHR , 7 4
P Be R E AR B 1EH o Franke 45 (2006 ) i
bR KU R TE LAt DR P 5T, A8 T 465 H
FU2ANYERE Z A G AR« 5 — A A 2 — AR
() FH P 455 i AR e B LT B AR AT A8 I 47
WATVEZ P INBITHT RS m s, (H A 456 T
o R B RS B T BT Y L I
TE b T3 28 =, BG4 T, Q1T g |
LR HE 0 . Hienerth 55 (2017 ) AR 45 451 55 FH 7 431 5%
AR 45 1 = AT 1 403, )40t 4 Fh ]
FIRBL (WL 2) , JF 98 AN R P 2Z 8] Y 22 5
Hienerth 55 (2017 ) B 5% A& 3K« Horbr | 3858 H] 7 i
[ T8 B 7 R B R, F A B A
P — R, A BT L R P 7 R BOR B
Yy ka7 Ak T e AL, BAT — R U Al R

A
“[%“
% LR S
]
3
I QL
{LiS >
fi W g i

B2 REFFEAP2NMEESRISHARER
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HUER L ABAT A 2 WAL AR 2% 9 L, B LUAR
B oW, SR, T X S ] P ORECA R
fift e 7 b g g L B LB ATTAS K AT B2 5 R8I
315 BT P X AT 8B o 7 i R R SR Y
fiff R 7 AN L AEL AR 7 R A D X ]
TER R IT %8 R TE XA B Be i AT SRR /1N, A
WisE o I EH BB I Az mOry i ok 0 800 T K
9 P Rl R LT B A il o EATA &
Xof At N R R T 37 77 A AT AT 5 5 U5 P A
T B BB R RE AR T M S Ty, AT K B
st B R W5 | oMl T e 0 H Al A SE
2.2 IRIFGE AP HER QT AR5
Schweisfurth % (2016 ) & B4 il AALAE A
A AN, BIANER 405G H P (external lead user) , i AJ
PLFE N | N #B, B &K 4512 A P (internal/embed-
dedlead user) , W& 3 s, flfiTad ot R D54 ) 51 T
BN TR T GEAR R R BT R, R U
(it FH TR BRI TR AL 282 7 M) Figt 25 %
T3 (254 DGR FIAHD)  #i AL 7 A T AT
AL 1) BIHT 1 F2 X 2N B A BTk (Schweisfurth et al,
2016) o Horp fi FAR (2256 ) 2 AR 5 SR A ) R
F B A, B AR B DR 7 28 R R 4R i DX 2 ]
(75 T A SR SR PEAG AT 2R i AR 0
7y w) AL 1Y A] AT MR B (Schweisfurth et al,
2016) . Schweisfurth %5 (2015a) #4117 47 7 & 4b 7
9 35 WL A% 38 R R R R Y AR 48 S T X
1) 3 B ATy, BUBE S 10 47 2 RS 547 R (in-
ternal boundary spanning behavior, Hl 5t T. 2 5 1%
AL NIRRT (5 B, I AR 2L AT LU
Vilnl) AT TAEFT N . Schweisfurth 45 (2015b) %
BN FR A P aE i 5 AR T AR RS L
SHEATH P R AU b #E) o Schweisfurth 45
(2017) MR 4f 401 5 H P 4R#1IE (lead  userness , RV 431 56
FRT B R G5 T S SR 3 B AR AR )
A A AR 22 S IEAG T P B E A TR
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A
A
L5 JH ARSI T P
/A\
H
]
A
I B T PNRAIAE P
W >
1% =
SRS FH P AR

E3 RFEGERFAFEMRR RIS ARER

Schweisfurth 45 (2017 ) BF 5% & BH B 2k 5
075 1) 838 5% T, S g 4 B LA R A
U AR T ELAS AHE 28 ) PN 3 i /1 30 % A8 vk
() T 375 1 01 A AT AR 52 i 5 3538 P 2 Tl
R AR AN BR B SR T M A P
(o AEL I, (L Al 7] 2 18 Y AR 7 L 35 5 D3 T A O o
w5 N EB S FH P R ACE P A R SR, A
A A DGR R D g5 %8, B TARATTAL T /A
T, 5 I Y ALV T2 ) A 2 T AR BB W AL R
FH (Schweisfurth et al, 2015) , 5 H I [ H % 45 B)
T A 8 i FE R A R RO o P 4
e P A A ol 4 At 1) A8 FE B B R P R
i i Jy B3y 7% 5E 01 AT P (Schweis-
furth et al, 2017) ; 1fij #3545 56 FH P 2 0 At AT ]
O T 7 22 R A 23 52 30 4l BHL 354 3
FIEAR A W . B L de LT A A (e
(14 8 o7 AR R R R T AN BRI S T L OF HAR R Y
QIR 7R WARUR T =

25 b TR AR LG AR P i BT 4R P
A SRR AR 1, OF BE R At B BRG] i
Rk o, AR S T P B AR AR R v
PR AE R 37508 D08 T AR L (H i T4
FR S F P A TN B AN AR O 2 B A
My FREURUFFH , B AS FRUBS 358 5
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3 GIERAFPMENER

Bt o A Ml DA 35 AT 1 PN BB F i o R ) T BB AR
B HNERAT DL A U A T SR A TR 7 i [
PEHLTE 28 80 2 4 19 UL % (Von Hippel, 2005) . 40
S AE A BH Y 5 5t /bR BT, T2 34
I MAER : (1) 8= 5 I & (new product devel-
opment) . (2) Hr =i & H (new product adoption)
F(3) Hrr=fh#E) (new product diffusion) , Aif —
AN R AR Ml AR B B, FE 2 A X I G B
Bt (Schreier et al, 2007; Tsinopoulos et al, 2012),
3.1 FEmALR

B i R SR P ) Al A5 A2 7 o A
F P 7 22 FR W S AU 45 | DL Rt 7 55 Al
B A 7 BRI . ST R
RNy, AT S A AT RE AR B ARG P R oK IR
fift P 7 G MR B9 T 3% #E 47 88T (Franke et al,
2006) o 485G AR A SR AE A U A T 22T O
R P2 g A, B DA e T R R
BI85 14 (Schreier et al, 2008) . 404~ 534150
TR I 2 )RR & 2R A0, 8 7 b T R v & R AR
2 AR (Tottie et al, 2016). AT L8 A
SR BRI 2205 5K 48 R i D L SR A 3 5 1 G
77 A R 28 (Liithje et al, 2004) . PRIt , filfi]
ek H A © R BT 77 12 32 BB 4 i D D7 58, I R
X 3 R i AR T (Morrison et al, 2004)

TR T HTA 7 ik & A BA 25 7 A MR
FoH T i AR s (Tsinopoulos et al, 2012), H I, 4>
b R W AT R P A R AR SR T R 7
% . S P i T TE T S R A, &2
Xof ] T T IR R o S B N R T 2 a4
FRRIE RIR A O WL, I 4L IX FELIR IR .
Von Hippel (1986 ) 7EAHF 5% 45 55 H P 7 ki, 45 13
TS P 2R R OC TR ORI R AL A B, AN
Brar 07 i I BRI 55 . Morrison 45 (2000) B 5%
PB4 T P 20 LA 3 7 RE & ST T 7 Ml ) £

(8 5 ZRCHE = i, R R B Ay o A . U
ARl 23 48 R A R A T Y L 5 T
Mo B TEU5EH P Re sl 2 A4 8008 7 5
S R B A 55 4 2 R AE I R fh b i D
JIT LA Al 23 % i oMb 32 47 25 ALY 20 (Tsinopou-
los et al, 2012) . 405% P 2 R0 75 =K A1 2%
S DAL, 6T B 7 i ) HEAT G Bl R SR — AR Y
7 i, AR T I SR Y R U T 5 . BV 7 g
PEAT b % H A PR B SR, U P i il
WA B T8 55 500 28 BT I OC R, L BE Y
M AL B Sk U (Heiskanen et al, 2016) .
i Ml 38 2 5 TR ok T SR 4 S P R T A
AT 5% W it & 4L 7= it 1) 3 B85 b 2 (Tsinopoulos
et al, 2012) . HARGEH F ILARGUEH P AL
AR AEL T L]t B0 3 S N S X S AR 7
TR 35 XoF G54 FH P 9 ARV REIR 45050 P i AR R
F A AT ] i 3% 22 5% (Januska et al, 2016) ., [A
W, Al 5 BT FR G 7 R AR UR A
WCHEAE B VB AT B 7 A 2 AR R R U
TEH 7 T & J5 3, AT BRI 58 77 it S 7
S FH R AT SR A AT AT 4 2 3 1 (Tsinopoulos et
al, 2012) . AHR A, 45056 FH P i ik s A, a2
e 1), I Ay ] ek R AR AR A e 5 o TRD A Y R
Wo H™ i FF R A% O 2 il e 1] 8501 5 e, 22
A P ) ) A 2 RN A A R R R i
P[] 8 (Von Hippel, 2005) . #5531 % Al
T ) FA T SR AR S TR W L) (Im et
al, 2004) , 17145156 H] - 40 A H RE RN, JF S T
fife P T3 58, AT LU S 2 ) R RRORIT B AR 1 i B
fifi o Mahr 45 (2012) DA Ay 3 3 W W 95 5% T P #Y
P, A AT DA 2 5 B 4 o B8, 34 AT Rk /b 5 7
B WA, A ATA 2 BT S P ) B0 A 0 B
il 7 A0 L ol PRk DA A Ml Y A TR T SR R )
(Mahr et al, 2012), 1 H f TG H - 9 F0H 8
WS HEARMRA L, FTUA R EEZE T 5
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AEAH Y BTk, X oA ] BT CAnAy P 33t ) B o
kB /b (Mahr et al, 2012), FEZe4h X, 405 H
FUORALAN 3 A1 (Mahr et al, 2012) 364 4
SRR PR R Y Bl FC A N S o TR] R, O AT B
W 48 1E A1 (Hauet al, 2016; Jeppesen et al,
2009) o IR 2y F) AT A G 1 I HCE S R
P, AT DS G M B B i R DR T e e B T A

05 P B T P ol G s S i T i T
Zh A FIINML G AR A Bl T R AR A, 38 i
PYUAHBE T (Al Zubi et al, 2013), [AIHF, 45
Je P B 7 S AU ARG, 38 HAT B R A
A2 H M, R E b B P W W (Peacock et al,
2017) o 4 T $&EH b AR B, 28w Al RURE 4
Je RS B L T A B B, A it A SE A R
BT BL, DA OB ™ i BA sE P 8. 28 BRIk,
U P B AR AR M 256, AR R i S 5T
K, E LA WA T & B H T S 0 B
32 #HrEmERR

B R AT 8 S A T H Al B
oy B & Hb ok OB 5RO 1 RE BE (Kaushik et al,
2014) , M 22 5535 F 4R 0 3l A8 14 ( domain-spe-
cific innovativeness) ffif & €% 5 F F7 (09 7 i % H1 A7
o HE SR B HME 1] S N AR 8 2% R AT P >R
FHGHBI 7 ol B BT ) 3 AR S5 T 1 9 % 2 Y S PR
SR AT O, 055 R R B 7 AR O B4 >R B | I 7]
FIE S 72 J8 55 (Kaushik et al, 2014) .

& Tl AU, Urban 25 (1988) % BE, BU5E HI 77
FEAE b B P E AR U5 T P A B T P o 2 L 7
AR AR . Morrison 55 (2004) 73 A1 1 ¥ K 1]
P 4, 2 B U400 S IR S N 2 B T R 8 R
AT R Z A DI R AR o

TEVH 2 4 WU, Franke 55 (2003 ) WA 4 G157 14 2%
A A T A T P, O N R AT i
b3 Z 35 . Liithje 55 (2004) 42 1 45056 FH P AT g S
BT R AT 5, IR 2 787 it i 3 05 S Rt

3K o IO A AT AL T 1 378 B B T T, 226 —
AP 5 50 B SR BN, IS8R DRI i ke 58 3R
5 =25 (Schreier et al, 2007) . 1E 49, ]
(ER LY S DN S Dl ¥ BRSNS R
HHAR (Schreier et al, 2007) . 455 H A1 H
b P P AT 5 22 5 7 R AT, BV 22 B35 7 b
SR MU T #9387 77 ol R T E , e & e T P 2
R P i R R & (Schreier et al, 2008)

ARG PR ER A —E RS, (H
I — S K 22 57 (Schreier et al, 2007). WA
B BEAS Bl W OR, SUSE H  H Ck R
# (Schreier et al, 2007) . i ¥R 4 i T4
N PR A A AGT i) T B BRI S5 7 i, A oK
3l 94 4 1 7 5R (Roehrich, 2004) . P ik, A X
T P, AR 3 B AR 7 T R
HARTT ], LA B ABATT Y 75 5K 23 B 22 RE AL RIS K
B, T DA 1) A AT R A 5 R 5 A B A A g
(Schreier et al, 2007) . BRI , HX; TR %
P, A5 P A B R BE e T O
PROR U5 (Schreier et al, 2007) , flif]7E 5 8 % H &
ey I BT T o AR A LA A0 2 35 BR A, OF LR T AT
#E 47 R FH (Hienerth et al,2017) . [H I, 5301 5R A
AN R U T B A R AR D GRS 2R
(Schreier et al, 2008; Schreieret al, 2007 )
33 FrEmHES

T AT U 8 TP ORE BT AR B AR 4
b, I 52 i AL AT A W S AT o SE T B R OR
Jo L #E A T IZ T 3% (Von: Hippel, 1986) , A
I S A7 93X BB SR A 7 il L 2 4k 2 A Sy
HLE 405 F P Y 3B B & (Schreieret al, 2007) . 4N
SRS R A ATT SR FH B 5B 7 it B B A AT
23N T B 22 BRE AR B T R L AR Sl RO IEE o 455
FH P a2 s (A3 R R AR R F 5 ik Al (2
R OGS 7 i 18 22 A M ) 52 ) I R 1) 7 >R
# (Schreier et al, 2007) . T 4= & 197" b A
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{2 30, 45056 FH P 002 v 1 404 2 DL 45 Al 1Y
A5 (Urban et al, 1988). S5 238 R ALB
77, Bt AT LAAE Sy 2 O 4t i bR 7 e i )
ik B (Urban et al, 1988;Morrison et al, 2004) .
Morrison %5 (2000 ) & BLEAT G It 3t (o7 1 1] 4348
SR A P A5 4 0 R DL o 455G P He T LA
SRR FNOC T e TR BRI, 38 2 3 5 K A5+
Y& F (Schreier et al, 2007) . #HH T =R A
AR B 455G T P 2 1) At ] P B R R B A R
(Jeppesen et al, 2009; Franke et al, 2003). A,
SIS FH P AU ) 3 o R ) 4B ik A e, i
B BB )T 2 19 [R) B AH G (Schreier et al,
2008) . SEH FAE AR AR Z (] AT 22, AT
DA AT R0 A% 35655 7 it A B, (Kratzeret al, 2016)

25 BTk, UG P WK X B T R Gl
7 AL B R 2 ORGSR L B
7 it SR FIHE 7= A T A R T . BAOk
U, 4056 P T Al A B BORi 4 AR v, S 0
% T BA B A B T SR B, TR A Ml AF e B B 8 DT R
YL, SR BIF A PAT BA B AR ik e T 8 R R 3 R Y
TEAR M 5 B B E A7 38 7 i R FH AR in 38
RS/ U I NI [ ol AT < e TR TR e R VAR £
Bl T Aol 2 18 9 3 oK, gE i G A 8, ARk
B mEA , SR, WA —FB o kKB
GUEH P IR REA BRI SUEH PSS
FLRE 7 A B AL B 7 e T O AN S 3 P
ARG, B AN P RBCRACT , B2 4 %
A7 ] (Colazo, 2014), HAUEH P& 5X
YR A, B DL sk e H RS DB e
FH P A /b %k 450 5% T P O 125 1Y A i (Carbonell et
al, 2012) , & FI BT E 09 B[R] AE FE , JF & Fn 4t
A E SR R W) P R R e
RS ARG, RGE MM AT = 8] ) A
), AR ] LR KRR T 37 KUK F T & UAS (Hie-
nerthet al, 2014). [, Qnfaf 45 250 18 51 40 5 H

FOIFRARAT R G A B 5 B0 b T R NS i i
P 2 O B, (M [R] B 25 5 ) 1 R R e R AR
) SR XI5 T
4 GSERRPHEEITM

ARG 30 H] P, U P e A A B & s
HhEE ELRT R R L W5 | ), REAR DR B8 22 2 8 Y
72K (Franke et al, 2006) . {HFEAS[A] 4Tl 20
U FH P R 1 B T Al R B (R AN —
[, N — i A EAE WS R L i w5 BARER T

[l Ah 2 55 AF 5 5 D P B DA 9 e 2
LG WCER AL R TE AR PPAG AR 3 P R
4.1 WERZE

53 R B A A AR v A R R AR B R
o Frank 55 (2006 ) 38 52 1) 7] 52 15 5 (9 28125 4 1B
A QDR B, B R A G A
st A R A S, B X T 3 b R SRR R A
AR 27 /A8 ) SR B BT 4, I LAt iy FH
BT AT BEPE o AN XI5 A AR )3 i 4k 22 1) [)
“UH S AT RE LA A A B MR AR 2, LU RE
W 5E o 1 E MR AT A T R 477,
BEOR 2 U7 B 1] e gtk O7 5 0B A 1
(Frank et al, 2006), SchuhmacherZ% (2012 )il 3 3%
G LU BE R 7 SRR R AR E (RAR T 32 DO AR
FH P & TAR IR BB TE 2 ik 55 1 A2 ¥ o Schweisfurth
(2017) WF 5 S Basd 26— 4 FH P 118 AL B i 52 i ]
FUR AR R AT RV (E RS e AR T 6 T
I 9 ) Bl AR R A U A T
o B A TE T 3 B iR B A I B AR 0
FAR RS AR LR N HRBR AR Q0T & AR
42 REHEE

TE A R VEAL 2 B2 5 1, S — AN W7 58 5 1
o P AL B MO T RNE R R . L
8 RELT: 7 AR R 0 A ] S A Oy o 1 R 6, HIARL
B B, R AR OB O T BE B A
1B H At BF 55 ¢ R A5 E R 5T o 2 [ 9 A DG PEARAIG
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HF B AR (Dean et al, 2006) ., — 1 14
ARV 8 A BT 0 A O AR R O
BIE T R R R 2 — A ORI AT S it Y i
Ji %, ] B AR BT i (MacCrimmon et al, 1994)
MacCrimmon 5§ (1994 ) 43 H7 SCHR 1 52 8 % F1] J7) FiL
WS, 28 SCT SASRRIE A b AR T8 M AT
AL R HERA R o 1 22 KA 52N B3 3 T Amabile
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Concept Evolutions and Impacts of Lead Users: A Literature Review and Prospects
WANG Nan"’, ZHANG Shikai', WANG Haijun’

(1. School of Business, Beijing Technology and Business University, Beijing 100037, China;2. Center for
Technological Innovation Research, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China;3. School of Business, Shenyang
University of Technology, Shenyang 110870,China)

Abstract: As market competition intensifies, companies are actively looking for appropriate user groups to
integrate into the development and marketing process. Lead users can effectively promote enterprises to develop
new products and services with market potential, and influence the purchasing decisions of subsequent ordinary
users. Based on the important results of lead user theory research, this paper introduces the concept evolution
of the lead user, compares and analyzes the similarities and differences between the lead users and other users
or employees, comprehensively analyzes the impact of lead user on new product development, adoption and
diffusion, and describes the lead user's idea evaluation processes and methods in depth. Finally, the prospect of
future research is prospected in order to provide references for future research of lead user and guide enterprises

to cooperate with them in new product development and marketing.

Keywords: lead user; concept evolution; comparative research; impact; idea evaluation



